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Federal Bureau of Investfgatign 
Washfngton, D C, 20535 


MR, JASON LEOPOLD 



April 24, 2014 


FOlPA Request No,: 1255124-000 
Subject: 105- LA-16570 

Dear Mr, Leopold: 

The enclosed documents were reviewed underlie Freedom of Information Act (FOlA), Title 5, United States 
Code, Section 552. Deletions have been made to protect information which is exempt from disclosure, with the 
appropriate exemptions noted on the page next to the excision. In addition, a deteted page information shee^was 
inserted in the file to indicate where pages were withheld entirely. The exemptions used to withhold rnformalion are 
marked below and explained on the enclosed Explanation of Exemptions: 



Section 552 

Section 552a 

r {i))('i ) 

r (b)(7)(A) 

r (d)(5) 

r (t))(2) 

r (b)(7)(B) 

r o)(2) 

r (b)(3) 

P (b)(7)(C) 

r (k)(i) 


P (b)(7)(D) 

r (k)(2) 


f? {b)(7)(E) 

r (k)(3) 


r {b)(7)(F) 

r {K)(4) 

r (b)(4) 

r {b)(8) 

r (k)(5) 

r (b)(5) 

r {b)0) 

r (k)(6) 

P (b)(6) 


r (k)(7) 


13 pages were reviewed and 13 pages are being released. 

^ Document(s) were located which originated with, or contained information concerning other Government 
agency(ies) fOGA]. This information has been: 

^ referred to the OGA for review and direct response to you. 

^ referred to the OGA for consuflation. The FBI will correspond with you regarding this information 
when the consultation is finished. 

r 

In accordance with standard FBI practice and pursuant to FOIA exemption (b){7)(E) and Privacy Act 
exemption 0(2) [5 U.3.C. § 552/552a (b)(7)(E)/0(2)], this response neither confirms nor denies the existence 
of your subject's name on any watch lists. 

For your information. Congress excluded three discrete categories of law enforcement and national security 
records from the requirements of the FOIA. See 5 U.S. C, § 552(c) (20065 Supp, IV (2010). This response is limited 
to those records that are subject to the requirements of the FOIA. This is a standard notification that is given to all our 
requesters and should not be taken as an indication that excluded records do, or do not, exist. Enclosed for your 
information is a copy of the Explanation of Exemptions. 


“ You have the right to appeal any denials in this release. Appeals should be directed in writing to the Director, Office 
of Information Policy (OIP), U.S. Department of Justice, 1425 New York Ave., NW, Suite 11050, Washington, D.C. 
20530-0001 , or you may submit an appeal through OIP’s eFOIA portal at http://www.iustice.qov/oip/efoia-portal.html . 
Your appeal must be received by OIP within sixty (60) days from the date of this letter in order to be considered timely. 
The envelope and the letter should be clearly marked “Freedom of Information Appeal.” Please cite the FOlPA 
Request Number assigned to your request so that it may be easily identified. 

r" The enclosed material is from the main investigative file(s) in which the subject(s) of your request was the focus of 
the investigation. Our search located additional references, in files relating to other individuals, or matters, which may 
or may not be about your subject(s). Our experience has shown when ident, references usually contain information 
similar to the information processed in the main file(s). Because of our significant backlog, we have given priority to 
processing only the main investigative file(s). If you want the references, you must submit a separate request for them 
in writing, and they will be reviewed at a later date, as time and resources permit. 


See additional information which follows. 


Sincerely, 



David M. Hardy 
Section Chief 
Record/Information 


Dissemination Section 
Records Management Division 


Enclosures (2) 

In response to your Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) request submitted to Records Management 
Division in Winchester, VA, enclosed is a processed copy of FBI Los Angeles File 105-LA-16570. 


It is unnecessary to adjudicate your fee waiver as there are no associated fees. 
This material is being provided to you at no charge. 


Complaint Form 
FD-71 (10-20-55) 


a) 
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Note: Hand'^print names legibly; handwriting satisfactory for remainder. 


Subject's name and aliases 

TJNSUBS 


Address of subject 


Character of case 


I 


3: 


■7^ 


Complainant's address and 

ntimV>P>r 


Complaint received 
L I Personal Telephonic 


Date Time ?»3Q 


J3 U 

a 0} 
CO 0 
Q 


Race 


Age 


Sex 

I I Male 

[!□ Female 


Height 


Hair 


Weight 


Eyes 


Build 


Birth date and Birthplace 


Complexion 


'Scars, marks or other data 


Facts of complain^ 


is Chief of the Fiscal Division, Veterans 

Administration Out Patient Clin ic « 1031 S, BgflILd waye He stated that 
he had become acquaJ 
for the VA and that 


b6 

b7C 


jan MD do/^ing research 

recently g ave'^him a t ape recording which 

she thought he might be Interested in* | [ took the tape home 

and played same and found that it consisted largely of parodies that 
were highly inflammatory and derogatory toward the Armed Services of 
the United States, U* S* defense systems and the FBI. Ho stated that 
after hearing the tape he became highly incensed and that his feelings- 
of revulsion were shared by his family and some neighbors who also 
heard t he ts'nQ . He advised that he does not know who made the tape or 
whether 

stated that^Ath 


had anyth ing to do with it' s preparation, however, he 
and her husband who goes under the name of 


are in positions where they have elec tonic and record- 


ing "equipment av ailable and could reproduce tapes in some quantity* 
He believes that I I does research for the LA County Hospital* 

He stated that it is p ossible tha t the tape was prepared with US 


Government equipment* 


advised that he is holding the tape 
and had told hi s wife that he was 

stated that 


at his home at the above address 
going to have the FBI come by and listen to it* 
he wanted his identity concealed, however he was advised that if it 
was necessary to follow through on the matter, this might not be 
possible to do* 

RECOMMENDATION: Secure tape, prepare transcription to 
determine whether this is seditious material* 


Action Recommended 


W* N. Provinse 
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 


P 


UNITED STATES GOV^RJ^MENT 

Memorandum { 


TO 


SAC, LOS ANGELES 


FROM 


SUPERVISOR NEAL MC GINNIS 



date: 4/8/64 


subject: TAPE JREG^ fENG OP POLK SONGS OP 

PETE^EGER (PH) AND UNKNOWN 
BRITISH SINGER 
IS - X 


SA 

in question from 


Reference is made to Serial 1, which is self-explanatory. 

t 


n 


obtained the tape recordings’ 
who provided same. 


Tapes were played by SA EWING G. LAYHEW and the writer bs 
and it appears they are folk songs by one PETER SEEGER (PH), b7c 

the well known left-wing folk singer, and an \mknown British 
music hall entertainer. Nothing of a derogatory nature was 
heard which required any investigative action on the part of 
this Bureau. 


The tapes were returned by SA 
on 4/3/64 and he was thanked for his cooperation. 


NM:fet 

( 1 ) .. 





SEARCHED 
SEBIAUZED^ 




-Iindexed’ 






FD^'3 


>>350 (Rev. 7-16-63) 




(Mount Clipping in Space Below) 



if' 


6y GARY' HAGH^dta<:3^ 

' i?yre are litaay shigers M ^ 
:?®5=;|J?Waudimc!Bs,ta, joins theft : 
m songj but iew ask with M 
^^Se! 5 itKJt; andf, fe^, get ttie' re-. 
spouse, that Pete Seeger 

_ 5§egei?^ yrfio is ^prabaMy the 
ip.- the 

country^, made a special appear- 
anee^wlaafejinighfr af "S^ehturals ' 
Buena High Schooll. The coocert, 
sponsore* by ihb>"Ojai Branch 
of the ..yTomenis ^International 
Leagued; fob Peice^’ and'- pree- 
■doni;.‘ was/.a benefit for phii-- 
drep who have been burned by 
napalm in., Vletham. War. > 
The' eudieiice*^ of ■' cjbse to SQO 
was mad^,; np' primarily of 
yo^g people. PamphTets speak- 
ing k-gainst >the- war and agaihst 
ther draft weie} handed but at 
fee door by: members: of' fee 
Wometfs League kiid iThe Re- ; 

aeceptedd 
aa. 4es.,^ 

There, wre . nb idcidtents^ ( 

'^ S’leger "ksled" tfie'audieS^^*^ ! 
5ihg, and they .fed.'' Vifeeh he 
♦walked off stage* tSiere; was' J 
standing ovatioil^ 'tdr'4rav<r'‘ iuhi: 
back. . . . 




(Indicate page, name of 
newspaper, city and state.) 

/^^£' /^^SS 

j/s'A/ 


/o- /y— 

Author: 

>r: , * 

, ,♦ 


Date: 
Edition: 


Editor: 

Title: 


Character: 
or 

Classification: 
Submitting Office 


C- 


I i Being Investigated 

/JS-''- 

031*^110^0 

I.OS ANGcL&d 


1 


1 




ter seeped in, it was sopped 1 
.up by the sponge-like beans. Nb^ 
one knew about the leak, for f 
quite a while, anyway. i 

^ someone asks me-l 
w«at good my songs are, J say 
just one more soybean,” ’ 1 
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j 

! 
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^ ^‘T^=V^ lW>T“W^ 

\/m4~}>X^t^jCpiL}p. 
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'i' 

o-fi Kt U^s'iht /9-i'la h. 

6> ^ ^ A \/ /\ A/ Ay i/y s /S L uM , 

1\J ^/ys' j C /c.i / /\ 

! 

£/^S 

UitculJ; /ike. i'e? 

J t\J an /)- 1 ^ 1 ^ <^^II^A fts.T^ 

S<£ e^er- . 

5 0 vwe-tK) 

n<a. IS g^^ih,^ 'Tc 2 ^ A 

doNcerT At the H^lly uo^fiA 
Bouoji IN Se|«7 TetY> j^ek* . coulA 

|>Le/9-^e se.y\A /v^e s<»>v\e i^r^h /yi 

ohi hj»\r/\ J tuoulJ be y^yy 
Ik) Ihhe wve^^^t\vwe XAm ^aiy\<^ a 
go tb tb\^ puhfic. A d 

S< 2 e IwKyrt H c./^a; Aiwd. AI 7 Aidv^<^’5S /5/ 


X Ae A A5 

to cl c) With the cz a y)/j M u yi ) ^ Y' 

V"l^ IS o\oi^v<? i-cj C4 I i/€ 
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11000 TTilshire Boulevard 
Los /ineeleSj California 9^024 
August 14, 1970 


b6 


Dear 


Thank you for your letter of recent date. 

While I sincerely appreciate the interest ^^hich 
pronpted your inquiry^ I nust advised you that by order of 
the Attorney General infornation in the files of this 
Btireau is confidential and available for official use 
only. 


I am sure you \ 7 ill understand the reason for this 
rule, Wo inference^ of course, should be draxm that ue do, 
or do not, have information regarding the subject of your 
in-'iuiry. 


Very truly yours. 



T’TESLEY G. GEAPP 
Special Agent in Charge 


1 - Los Angeles ('io5‘-i6570) 

'^OS/eJe 

( 1 ) 


searched — 
\ndex£D 

SERlAUlCCr^t:^;/ 

F\L£D 




Cpv«r Sheet for Informant Repor^^Wi^i 
FD.306 (Rev. 9-30-69 )• 


o*eriai 


-m 


Date prepared 

inn 



Date received 

.7/3/75 


Rec eived from (name or symbol number) 


Received by /" 

SA 


Method of delivery (check appropriate blocks) 

r^in person by telephone by mail 


I I orally recording device written by Informant 


If orally furnished and reduced to writing by Agent: 

Date 


Dictated 


Transcribed 


.to , 


Authenticated 
by Informant _ 


Brief description of activity or material 

Flyer regarding POLITIC-NL RIGHTS DEFENSR FUNt' 
front group of Socialist ^'*orkers Party 



Date(s) of activity 
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b7D 




File where original is located i^not attached 


* INDIVIDUALS DESIGNATED BY AN ASTERISK <*) ONLY ATTENDED A MEETING AND DID NOT ACTIVELY PARTICIPATE. 
VIOLENCE OR REVOLUTIONARY ACTIVITIES WERE NOT DISCUSSED. 

I 1 Information recorded on a card index by on date . 


Remarks: 

CC : 100-83604 

100-17375 
100-57253 
157-2720 
100-70801 
157-11156 
100-75386 
100-75386 
100 -68568 
100-62234 
100-68501 
100-56111 
157-5389 
157-1794 
. 157-3583 
100-3267 
105-27952 
100-61036 
100-71288 
100-61478 
100-64492 


(POLITICAL RIGHTS DEFENSE FUND) 

(SWP) 

(YSA) 

fRev. RALPH ABERNA’m ) 


Readbby 


uontinaed on page 



CC: 100-83604 


(POLITICAL RIGHTS DEFENSE FUND) 
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Government a^joncics carry oii(. illegal political 
operations that make a mocliery of the Bill 
ot F-ir’hts. 

While many peo}>le once identified such tac- 
tic'; with the Nixon administration alone, gov- 
oi*nja(>iit documents ])rove that tho'ie crimes 
pjvdr.'c Nihon und coiiUmie to this day. 

Ii rcinau'.s routine, for federal agencies to 
on, disrupt, and harass polilical ac.tivi.sts 
who are accused of no crimes. 

A landmark civil liborlies suit to expose the 
rf I his harassment and U* win a perman- 
outJawjDj; if. is n.ow in federal 
coen. and approaeijing trial. 

V i l.’irp'.d di.sclosuro of secret FBI 
cp;- .’'ron:: i;: tlv< -jislorv cf ihc- hurcau, this 
cciUiy compiled the gov.*rijn.cnfc to 
li.ru ov’cr 3,000 pago-i of filc.s.in' ludit.g the 

‘'T.hj> Ffal may have caiisd it 
ccuj'.terhileliivjcnce, but it reads 
a iol like lies rad libel-. . .like 
.f of the inte 

Je: r,’l::C':'rthy end the 

of V/ntcrg:.'.te.” 

— i'ruco lY.crton, CB-S TV Mews 


h 'k"*. of FUl co-’i!ici*:niclh- 

t f: 1 I'tuva a-i 

, J.<- '. ‘I •{ iV>;:din 

■ .p;;;; p.i KBi, Li.e 

d «;t:; V :;iid ol^icud.s. Fialntiffs 

‘ ‘ s'lr.l \'.<.r;.<>r.; party nod the Vour.g 

i.i o. ; •n'll urg,\!n>:;;i ion.s wlio for 

‘iJVv'c bivn of admit. rd govern- 

•>\V!ug and (h'-ruplion. Tin* ;'oHtic;il 
; ; Final is (!ie no-->-*'aui.<an civil 

gr '-up fmancln.'r and p-iOilcizing the 

.y.-inc’s cori.slituLional rights arc at stake. 


The ksue Is basic: Docs the government have 
the right to brand as “subversive” socialists, 
unionists, Black groups and others guilty of no 
crirne.s? Or the right to interfere with lawful 
activities because of the ideas these groups and 
individuals espouse? 

Wo say no. 

The government says yes. The Justice De- 
partment has anno'unccd that to protect “con- 
tinuing functions of the government” it will be 
spending taxpayers’ money to finance the de- 
fen.se of federal agcncie.s and officials against 
the PROF suit. 

Vv-hst is ths government 
defojicung in tF.io suit? 

The only “funcUvinh of govcrr.ment” the 
adminisUalion could proLcct in this ease are 
the ilicgrd metlu^rls u.scd by the FBI, CIA, IRS 
and other agencies to silence opposition. 

Tiumks Lo the post-WaLcrgale revidalions 
.soma of th<* abuse.s are now Uiiown. Many are 
still aoevet. The rKDF suit is a major new 
couree mC infornuitiou anout l!ie clnudfstine 
aci'vilies of the.s(' .e^encie.':. 

Tlio goveraincnt'sa)sc!»ai of unconstilvition- 
al operations it'.eludes the f>>!!o\viiig: 

• 'J'hc FBI initi.itcd the Coin loipros during 
liio lOGO’s in ordtT “to cxfiosc, disrupt, mis- 
direc:, disci«'iiiL, or other ,vis'* neulrali/,e” op- 
posinoii. 'Pargets included Dr. Martin huthcr 
Kiln', .Jr., tin- !’:;!ilh*-r p.iri y, l!u> .^(adalisL 
Worl.-ers party, Lliv Comnv.:nii,t party, iho 
“Now Left” and tkou.>uad.s of individuals. 

One of tho.se larg<'U!d by Cointelpro is Dr. 
Morris Slar.sky, a sociali.st professor and plain- 
tiffin -dte PRDF suit. A malicious drive by the 
FBI, complete with “anonymous” poison pen 
ielt.er.', hounded him out of teaching posts in 
Ari/.ona and Caiifonvla. 

« F .nr year.s federal agencies .secretly inter- 
fered ill the elcctoKil process, disrupting cam- 



paigns of independent candidates and parties 
with whom the FBI disagreed. 

• 'The FBI harassed with a special hatred 



Black activists in the civil rights movement. 

• FBI informers tried to sahotoge the de- 
fense efforts in the Wounded Knee and Attica 
triats, 

t Government agents provoU<id violence to 
try to discredit and divide opponents of the 
Vietnam war and rticial opproftsion. 

• The FBf infiltrated at least two unions in 
Florida during 1074 to try to sway a vote. 

PRDF hos the evidence 

Govonunent officials today claim that the 
worst abuses of the. Hoover and Nixon eras are 
over. But are they over? 

'Fho PRDF suit has the evidence that refutes 
these claims. 

FBI Director Kelley recently announced 
that back in 1971 Lhe bureau formally discon- 
tinued Cointelpro actions. But PRDF attor- 
neys documented in court evidence of 50 post- 
1971 incidents of Cointclpro-type disruption. 





FBI “visits” to employers ~ burglary - wire- 
tapping - and even government complicity 
with a rightwing vigilante group in an armed 
burglary in. Chicago. 

Somepre'&lDUS suits against government sur- 
veillance itave failed in court in part for lack of 
sufficient evidence of harm. The quanlity at\d 
quality of evidence of government wrongdoing 
is substantial in the PRDF .suit. Substantial 
enough, in the opinion of Supreme Court .Jxvj- 
tice Thurgood Marshall, to warrarita full trial 
where the broad constitutional if«uc.s can hi- 
settled. 

And additional proof i$ forthcoming. Gov- 
ernment agencies arc under court order to 
make public all the rest of their .secret files re- 
lating to all their actions against the plaintiffs. 

Why is this test case so strong? 

This suit challenges the underlying legal ra- 
tionale for government harassment of those 
who oppo.se official policy. 

'I'he Soxnalist Workers party has been u 
prime target of hamssment because of its vigor- 
ous participation in the movomonls agamst the 
Vietnam war, racial ;>ppre.<.sli,ii and oibcv s-.*- 
ciul injustices. On the ballot in 33 sude.s during 
the 1972 presidential election.^,' the 8WI* poUcvl 
more votes than did any oth4r radical ]xirt.v. 

The Young Sociali.st Alliance, a natioiiwi-.ic 
socialist organi7.nl ion of high school, ’college 
aiul working youth, has supporled 
of the SWl' and has sufiVirti similar al ia'*!:.*-. 

Both arc legal ovganixatior.s. Neife,.v •i.ivo- 
cat,cs nor engage.*, iii violence or other iileg.d ac- 
tivity. And. by ^ovMmmrnt admhiv.ioi., n«*ithiv 
has done so throughout years of survetllanci-. 
The hallmark of thousand.s of pagc.s of files 
and decades of spying is the complete absence 
of criminal activity and criminal chargt:s. 

V/hy then does the government tvy to dis 
rupt the lawful activities of these and other 

\ 
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nF:j:n;-:'?T JOKDAX leonakd boudin 


1 






Leonard Boudin “has probably argued more 
civil liberUes cases before tlie U.S. Sujirome 
Court tJian any other lawyer and the de- 
c:.ioiis handed down. . .have been wide- 
\jrnnging,” according to Paul Wilkes’ profile 


in the Nov. 14, 1971 JVeiu York 'limes Mag- 
uzine. 

Slandered by the Nixon administration 
for his defense of Daniel Ellsborg in the Pen- 
tagon Papers trial, Boudin lias defended oth- 
ers unpopular with the government. 

His career includes defending labor unions 
in the 1930’s and ’40 ’s, witchhunt victims 
in the ’50’s and political activists like Dr. 
Benjamin Spock and the Berrigans in the 
1960’s. 

Attorney Herbert Jordan, an a.ssociate of 
Boudin, has worked on u variety of civil lib- 
erties cases including one in 1972 which ex- 
tended the right of smaller party candidates 
to campaign on armed forces bases. 

At a PRDP news conference Boudin told 
reporters that the suit will be “a major step 
forward in reversing the erosion of politick 
and civil liberties.” 

Boudin concluded, “This office never 
takes cases of this kind unless we believe 
we can win. This case is winnable.” > 


group.s and individuals? 

Because of their ideas, ideas unpopular with 
the administration. 

This was clear during the first courtroom 
clash in the .suit when the FBI demanded the 
rghl to .<ci!d its agents to spy on a national 
convention of the YSA. 

In an alarming rehash of McCarthy era tac- 
;, the government lawyer tried to justify the 
po.scd spying by reading quotations from 
Ilarx’.s Comniiinisl Manifesto of 1848. 


iJ 

m 

^ar 


Victory for the rights of ail 

Does the First Amendment protect the free 
speech of everyone including those who active- 
ly oppose administration policy? 

That critical issue is the axis of this case. If 
won it can provide valuable precedents for all 
those subject to government attack. A victory 
will help tie the hands of the FBI, the CIA and 
other' agencies which seek to assume the role 
of a poli^'icol police, 

•I'he political Rights Defense Fund is gather- 
ing wide public support for the case to show 


the outrage felt by those committed to defend- 
ing political and civil liberties. As indicated by 
the diverse views of PRDF sponsors, support 
of this suit does not imply agreement with the 
political outlook of the SWP or the YSA. 

The costs of .such a legal action are enor- 
mous. Your generous financial support can be 
crucial to its successful outcome, 

A victory in this case w'ill mean a victory for 
the political rights of everyone. 

Funds urgently needed/ 

Please give today/ 

Mail to: PRDF, Box 649 Cooper Station, 
New York, N.Y. 10003. (212)691-3270. 

[ 3 Enclosed is 


( ] Please send me more information. 


C1tV/stat£/zii> 




punj esuejea 



